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Nu ms. LXXXVI. 


The Prompter. 





+ 





—— 
I am no Orxator, as Brutus, zs ; 
But ------ a plain blunt Man; 
For \ have neither Wit, nor Words, nor Worth, 
Adtion, mor Utt’rance, nor the Power of Speech, 
~-+--- I only {peak right on. Shak. Jul. Cef 
in FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER §. 1735. 





MHE Cuftom of throwing at Cocks, 
on Shrove-Tuefday, which pre- 
vails all over this Nation, is a 
Difgrace to it, and ought to be 
difcountenanced by every Man 
of Senfe and Good-Nature. I 
am therefore, very forry, Out of 

: the Regard I have for Mr. Hex- 
dey, that he ‘as introduced Jyuag foes this in his 
Oratory. There are a Set of tame Cocks, that are 
regularly throwz at, and as eegplany knock’d down 
by him every Suzday. The poor Creatures are fo 
ill-provided for Defentfe, 


That with the Whiff and Wind of his fell ToNcuE, 
a 7 unnerved CREATURES fall. 





My Heart bled laft Suuday for one of thefe unfor- 
tunate Victims, who wore his Faculties fo meekly, 
that I thought it the higheft Piece of Inhumanity to 
fet him up. There were two or three SLEEK 
CockRELs, whofe Petulance wanted Chaftifement 
they are a fort of a mungrel kind of Game-Cocks, 
that pretend to be of the true Breed, becaufe they 
can attack and defend: But they are downright Curs ; 
they can fight with one another, becaufe they know 
each others Game, but fly from one of the right 
Train; they have no Spurs, and therefore can only 
fhake their Wings, and crow, making juft as ridicu- 
lous a Figure as a Dunghill Cock does in the fame 
Attitude. They are to throw at each other (for 
I can’t call it fighting) next Sunday, and will 
afford much Diverfion by their awkward Attacks and 
Defenfes. Mr. Henley is to mark the Ground, and 
fee fair Play. As it’s a Fight, on which a Point of 
great Importance refts, I would advife all Fathers 
and Mothers, who have the Welfare of their Chil- 
dren at Heart, to attend, for on the Succeéfs of thefe 
Combatants, will depend the Admiffion, or Exclu- 
fion of Children of five or fix Years old, to the Sa- 
Crament ; the receiving of which will be as great an 
Edification to them, as their being kept from it, ’till 
miper Years, will be detrimental. 

Now that I am on the Subjeét of the Oratory, 

can't help looking back on the Management of 


the Difputation laft Saxday, which made me almoft 
refolve never to fet Foot there again. 

THE Subject was of the nobleft kind, and, as I 
thought, capable of filling up an Hour or two, with 
beautiful Reafoning, and moft improving. Specula-» 
tion. The Queftion was, Whether the Soul pre- 
exifted before this Life. Mr. Henley took the Affir- 
mative, but declared in his Exordium, he had the 
wrong Side of the Argument, notwithf{tanding which, 
he got the better, and knock’d the Cock down at the 
very firft Stroke, with a Blow that would hardly have 
fhook the Feathers of a Cock of any Vigour. The 
poor Creature endeavour’d to rife again, and I be- 
lieve would, but that the Spectators being exafpe- 
rated againft him for his weak Defenfe, had every 
one a Throw at him, which, I fear, has difabled 
him from any future Appearance, as Combatant, in 
the Field of Battle. . 

But what furpriz’d me moft, was, that Mr. Hex 
ley fhould clofe the Difpute againtt his own Con/cience, 
and what he declared he thouzht the Truth. What 
is this, but fhewing, by his own Example, that it is 
in the Power of Words, to get the better ev’n of 
Truth ? What is this but leaving his Auditors in the 
Poffeffion of an Error, of his own infinuating ? 
What is this, after all, but teaching People to be- 
come Sophifts, and to fight againft Truth ? How well 
this anfwers the End of his Inftitution, let his own 
Account of his Plan fhew! | 

As I believe moft of the Audirors, as well as my- 
felf, were difappointed, and expected fome Difquif- 
tion concerning the Nature of the Soul, without 
which it is impofiible to argue at all on that Subject, 
{ince without enquiring what its Nature is, the Ar- 
gument, one Way or other, muft be equally ame, 
and imperfet?; I thall, out of Friendthip to Mr. Ora 
tor, fupply his Failure, by filling up the Remamder 
of this Paper, with an Extract: frony a Pamphlet 
publifhed in 1731, containing fome Reflections on 


| Prefcience, in which the Author, by fhewing the 


Soul neither is, the Modification of the Senfes, nor 
the Refult of the Difpofition of the Parts of the hu- 
man Body, nor human Seed impregnated with Mind, 
Soul, Intelligence, concludes it muft be fomethinz 
diftiné? and pre-exiftent to it. 

I won’? 








I won’r pretend to fay, the Argument is demon- 


{trative ; that I leave to my Readers; [ will ven- 
ture only to fay, that an Examination of this Sy{tem, 
or a Difquifition of this Nature, had more fuited 
the Subject, than the low Wit bandy’d about, on 
a Subject that required a becoming Serioufnefs, and 


Intenfenefs of Reflection. 


“ 


Either, 


ift. © The Soul is nothing but the Modification of 


the Senfes ; or, 
2dly, ‘ The Refult of the Difpofition of the Parts 


© of the human Body ; or elfe, 
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dly, © That the human Seed is impregnate with 
ntelligence, that is, Mind, Soul. 


© As to the firft and fecond Propofitions, if the 
Soul is the Modification of the Senfes, or the Re- 
fult.of the Difpofition of the Parts of the human 
Body, the Soul then will be nothing but the Afe- 
chanical Operation of Objects upon the Senfes, ac- 
cording to the Structure of the Body; that is no- 
thing but 2 Faculty of Conception, Conception not 


intelligent but fenfual, according to the Nature of 


our Frame. he Senfes of the human Conttitu- 
tion are only the Sight, Smell, Touch, Tafte, 
Hearing. is Faculty then of Conception, the 


Soul then, according to this Suppofition, goes no 
farther than thefe Particulars ; that is, Man has no 
Powers beyond thefe. How then fhall we account 
for Motion, Underftanding ? Motion may indeed be 
allow’d to bea Property of Life : But Underftvad- 
ing, that Faculty by which Man reafons, judges, 
reflects, decides, &c. none will deny, thar there 
is fuch a Faculty in Man; Is this the Effect of 
the Senfes ? Seeing, Smelling, Touching, Tafting, 
Hearing ? Can any, cr all of thefe compounded to- 
gether, produce Underftanding ? All that the Sight 
can do, is to take inan Object, the Nofe the Smell, 
gc. The Underftanding is diftin® from all this, 
and can therefore neither be the Modification of 
any one of, or all the Senfes, nor the Refult of the 
Difpofition of the material Parts of the human 
Body, For Example; the Eye takes in a beauti- 
ful Object, and the Senfes immediately covet the 
Enjoyment of it. Reafon runs counter to that 
Defire, and prevents the gratifying of it, becaufe, 
upon Reflection, it may not be proper, all things 
confider'd. ‘This Aétion then of the Mind is diffe- 
rent from that of the Senfes, and cannot therefore 
be, as I faid before, the Modification of them. In 
like manner, the Difpofition of the Parts of my 
Body makes fuch a Gratification extreamly fuitable 
to its corporal Nature. But Reafon again runs 
counter to this Gratification, {0 fuitable to the Dif- 
— of the Parts of my Body, and prevents it. 

his Action is quite different from any thing ope- 
rated by the machinal Part of my Frame, and con- 
fequently, is owing to fome Power, or Faculty 
in me, which is neither the Modification of the 
Senfes, nor the Refult of the Parts of my Body; 
and this Power, or Faculty, is what we call Soul, 
Mind, Intelligence. If then this Soul, Mind, or 
Intelligence which we have, is neither the Modifi- 
cation of the Senfes, nor the Refult of the Parts of 
the human Frame, it muft be diftinct from the 


Body. 

. Tae Queftion then at prefent to be confider’d, 
is, Whether the third Suppofition, (viz. Whether 
the human Seed is impregnate with Mind, Soul, In- 
telligence) is true, and how far, if true, it may be 
a Demonftration or Confutation of the Eternity of 
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the Soul. But as this is a Pointe I am not Phyficiad 
enough to purfue thro’ ail its Branches, fo 1¢ will 
be futhcient for my Purpofe if [ can thew, {up- 
pofing it to be true, that it is no wife contradic- 
tory to the Notion of the Eternity of the Souf 
I ufe the Expreffion, Eternity of the Soul, through- 
out, becaufe it can never be philofophically demon- 
ftrated, that a Created Being can ever become im- 
mortal ; fuch a thing being contrary to Truth and 
‘Nature : and therefore unlefs the Soul can be prov’d 
to be from a// Eternity, it can never, I think, be 
roved to be immortal, This Notion of the Soul’s 
ternity may be contrary to the Opinion of feve- 
ral learned Men, who perhaps may think that God 
can ‘render it, though a created Being, immortal. 
However, I can by no means think it a wrong 
Notion; for a Progreffion out of Fixzity into Inf- 
nity, Which would be the Cafe here, is 2 Contra- 
diction in Terms. Bur to return, 
“ I have already proved, that the Soul cannot be 
the Refult of the human Compofition, nor the Mo- 
dification of the Senfes, and of courfe ot arifing 


from, nor dependant on the Body. ‘The only thing 


left for thofe, who affert the contrary, is to fuppole 
the human Seed to be impregnate with Mind, Soul. 
Intelligence; whence they conclude, (falfly, as 


fhall fhew ) that as it is borz with the Body, fo-it- 


dies with it. 

‘ Tuis Suppofition appears at firft Sight to be a 
Contradiction in Terms, as it fuppofes one Nature 
to be impregnate with another Nature contrary to 
itfelf; that is, as it fuppofes Matter (for human 
Seed is undeniably material) to be impregnate with 
Spirit, or Intelligence, an Effence contrary to its 
own. Bur this is no more contradictious, than 
that the Sou/ fhould be united to the Body at all, 
the Time when it becomes united making no Diffe. 
rence as to the Contradiction imply’d in the Jundi- 
on of the two Natures. It may therefore, with- 
out any Abfurdity, as to the poffible Union of the 
two Natures, be faid, that human Seed is impreg- 
nate with Mind, Soul, Intelligence. Let us then 
fuppofe human Seed to be impregnate with Mind, 
Soul, Intelligence.. Does it refult from thence, that 
becaufle human Seed is fo impregnate, that therefore 
Mind, Soul, Intelligence arifes from, is made of, 
and exifts in that Seed ? The fame thing might bet- 
ter be afferted of the Souls of grown up Ferien, 
whereas the contrary has been evidently proved ; it 
having been demonftrated above, that the Soul is 
neither the Refult of the human Compofition, nor 
the Modification of the Senfes, and of courfe, net- 
ther arifing from, nor dependant on the Body. Now 
the human Seed can have no other Powers than 
thofe we fee in Man, ( Man being nothing but 
Seed grown to Perfection) and if the Sow/ cannot 
be the Refult of any Powers in Man, much lefs 
can it be that of any Powers in the Seed of Man 
One proves the other. Suppofing therefore the 
human Seed to be impregnate with Mind, Soul, In- 
telligence, it can never refult from thence, that the 
Soul arifes from, is dependant on, and exifts in it: 
And if the Soul arifes not from, is not dependant on, 
and exifts not in the human Seed, which is the 
earlieft Beginning of Man, nay, which may in fome 
fort be called a Bre-exifting State of Man, that ot 
which the Soul confifts, that Principle of Intell:- 
gence which is in me, muft have been prior even t0 


* that, and confequently pre-exiftent to this Life. 
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